Several weeks ago, I received a frantic phone call from a psychiatric nurse, finishing graduate school, who had submitted her research manuscript to a supposedly legitimate journal. She paid an open access fee for publication but after sending the payment and signing over copyright rights of the paper to the journal, had no further word on the manuscript status, date of publication, peer review comments, or editor suggestions for refining the paper. Her emails and phone calls went unanswered, and when she re-reviewed information about the journal and began researching editorial board members, she found that these individuals did not exist on Google Scholar; the journal website had disappeared. Her most recent phone call to the editorial office went to a phone line that had been disconnected. Her call to me was questioning next steps and she asked the crucial question concerning the status of her paper: was it lost, did she have any legal recourse, and would JAPNA consider a resubmission of this paper?
Sadly, this continues to happen to authors who are not carefully vetting the journals where they send their manuscripts. We all receive numerous emails requesting submissions, promising a fast turnaround to publication. It is imperative that authors stop and carefully check any journal they consider for their work. The topic of this editorial is using "Think. Check. Submit."-the campaign to help scholarly writers of all disciplines navigate the publication landscape without falling victim to a deceptive publisher.
In 2015, a group of stakeholders from scholarly publication sectors were concerned about deceptive publishers and the risks these posed to unsuspecting researchers and authors. The original group included representatives from Springer Nature, Ubiquity Press, Co-Action Publishing, the Association of Learned and Professional Society Publishers (ALPSP), The International Association of STM Publishers (STM), The ISSN international Centre, the Open Access Scholarly Publishers Association (OASPA), and the Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ). The Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), which the nursing editor community strongly supports, also vigorously endorses this effort.
What exactly is this campaign? While the primary audience is researchers, the concepts have applicability to any nurse considering authoring a scholarly paper for submission to a professional journal. A free online resource has been developed to help identify trustworthy journals for submission of work. It is available to download and there is also a video associated with the information. The global community is targeted, particularly early career researchers. The predominant emphasis of the "Think. Check. Submit." campaign is education provided to young writers to help them choose the best journal for their publication.
"Think. Check. Submit. aims to empower researchers so that they are equipped to assess journals when preparing a submission and choose the best possible journal for their work" (Dobson, 2016, p. 229) . This is especially important in developing countries where there is a need to increase publication success rate while increasing visibility and influence of international research. New authors are especially vulnerable to deceptive publishers as they strive to get their work published. This system offers a neutral stance that does not tell researchers which journals or publishers are untrustworthy. It does not offer a "quality mark" for journals meeting criteria and does not endorse a blacklist (Dobson, 2016) . The premise of "Think. Check. Submit." involves checklists, readily available on the group's website (http://thinkchecksubmit.org).
Examples of questions asked in the checklist include whether or not authors can contact the publisher by telephone, email, or mail; a description of the peer review used (open or blinded); exact nature of fees; and identified legitimate editorial board members. The campaign suggests that the answers to most of the listed questions should be "yes" in order to consider a manuscript submission. I encourage you to look at the website, the checklists, and the video about the process.
"Think. Check. Submit." represents a readily available system of vetting the journals that nursing authors are considering for submissions. It does not make a judgment about the quality or type of journal, whether traditional or open-access. It simply asks questions that will guide the author in choosing a reputable journal for the production of their hard work.
The nurse mentioned at the beginning of this editorial lost that manuscript to a deceptive journal, and I encouraged her to start over by writing another publication and to use the "Think. Check. Submit." system to plan this submission. I also encouraged her to consult with other experienced nurses while getting support and validation for choosing the best journal for her manuscript.
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